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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were to investigate and compare the levels of English
reading comprehension gained from semantic mapping activity and self-questioning. The subjects
were Mathayom Suksa 5 students taking English reading to writing (English 40217) in the first
semester of the academic year 2009 at Yupparaj Wittayalai School, Chiang Mai Province.

The Subjects were from 2 classes. Each class consisted of 43 students. The first group taught by
using semantic mapping activity and the other group taught by self-questioning. After 8 weeks,
2 periods per week of study, the reading achievement test that covered four levels of reading
comprehension: knowledge, comprehension, application and analysis, was administered to both
groups. The obtained data were analyzed using mean, standard deviation and t-test.

The findings were as follows:

1. The highest score of English reading comprehension of students who taught by using
semantic mapping activity was in knowledge level. Comprehension level and application level
were the next in rank. The least was in analysis level.

2. The highest score of English reading comprehension of students who taught by
self-questioning was in knowledge level. Comprehension level and application level were the

next in rank. The least was in analysis level.



3. The score of English reading comprehension of students who taught by using semantic
mapping activity had no significant difference with the students who taught by using self
questioning at the level of knowledge, application and analysis. Nevertheless, the score had

significant difference at the level of comprehension at the level of .05.



